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amendment, provided |
is demand is teconded.

This rule was debated at some length, and
fiaally laid upon the table.

Mr. Lyon, of New York, stated that he had
yesterday voted for consigniog to the Commit-
tes of the Whole the Nebraska-Kansss bill,
but thst his name had been omitted in the re-
r By general consent, the Journal was or-
ed to be corrected.

The House then resolved itself into the Com-
mittee of the Whole, and procseded to consider
the Indisn appropristion bill.

WASHINGTON, D. C.

" THURSDAY, MAKCH 30, 1854
[ The Poem by Mary E. Hubbell, on our

fizst page, needs to be read but onee to be re-

memlered alwaye.
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FILES OF THE ERA FOR PALE

As we have been printing & large supply of
the Era since the commencement cf the Ne-
brasks excitement, we can furnish st very low
rates, for general circulation, files of the paper
from December 1, 1853, to April 1, 1854, &
yeriod of four months, contsining—

Goodell's Series on the Legal Tenure of
Slavery ;

Speech of Gerrit Smith on the Koszta Cor-
respondence ;

Speech of Mr. Gildiogs on the Amistad
Claim ;

Address of the Independent Democratic
Members of Congress ou the Nebraska Ques-
tion ;

Speeches cf Messrs. Chase, Seward, Sum-
per, and Douglas, upon the same question ;

And our Editorials upon the same guestion,
smoanting to more than one bundred columns.

We will supply them at 25 cents s single
file, or at $1 for five files.

We doubt whether documents of s0 much
value, 80 suitable for circulation at this crisis,
oould be furnished at so low a cost in any oth-
er way.

- -

BADGEW'S AMENDXENT -SQUATTER BOVER-
FIGNTY.

Let not the opponeots of the Nebraska Bill
be deceived Ly the clamor raised by a portion
of LLe Southe:n press sgainst Badger’s amend-
meat, or that of Douglas depriving Congress of
& revisonary power over Territorial legisiation.
It may serve to illustrate the wonderful zeal
and vigilance of certain gentlemen ambitious
of notoriety, and to delede some Northern men
with the notion that these amendments are
sigoel concessions to the North, so valusble
that they should dissrm all opposition to the
Bill

The fact ie, they concede nothing to the
North, they tske nothing from the South.
With or without them, the B:ll is an cutrage
on good faith, o revorsal of the policy of the
country for the third of a century, & base be.
trayal of Northern interests, a profligate and
ruinous concession to Siavery.

Messrs. Badger, Butler, and Mason, are too
clear-headed not to understand the true nsture
and object of the Bill, and they are not the
men to propore oF tolerate any smendments
that would impsir #s (ficidney. The design of
it ie, to repeal an act which diseriminates so
far between Liberty and Slavery as to imply
national disapprobation of the latter; to cpen
the whole of the unorganized te.ritory of the

JUnion to the curse of slave labor ; to secuze to
slaveholders facilities for maintaining aud aug-9

menting their political sscendency; o estab- ‘

lish & Principle, in virtue of which all futurc
territorial soquisitions may inure Lo their spe-
ocial benefit; and to repeal the act on a ground
which will supersede and virtually annul what-
ever restriction in relation tv Slavery may have
been imposed by Congress in the Constitutions
of Oregon, Minnesota, Wasbington, and Texas.
This derign is completely covered by the Bill,
in its present shupe. Budger's amendment,
and tho sbsence of 8 provision securing to Con-
gress o revisionsry power over Territorial legis-
lation, do not intertere with it. The Southern
Senatars, who explained their views yesterday,
beld that his amendment wss really nominal,
did pot changs, acd was notintended tochanga,
the nature of the Bidl.  All coneurred in repu-
dinting the doctrine of “ Squatier Sovereign-
ty,” or the right of the People of a Territory
to legislate as they please, and in denying thut

the Bill recognised or guve countenance to, any

’uch doctrine.

As we raid once before, what care the
elavebolders for the old Slave Code cf Louisi-
ana—ancertain and indefinite st the best—
whether it ba revived or not by the act of re-
peal, 80 long ns they bulwark their claims with
the Constitution of the United States? This
i8 their Slave Code, us they hoast, and so long
as thoy have the majority of the Judges of the
Sopreme Court on their side, and are masters
of the Administration that constitutes the
Territerial Courts, they can make good their
boast. Mr. Batler, of South Carolins, frankly

cxpresses the opinion that “the Territorial |

Legislature will take no action on the subject
of Slavery, and will leave to American citizens

residing in the Territory, to act as they please |

in regard to the introduction of elaves;” but
that “should & question be made as to the
freadom of & slave, and be should demand his

frecdom, on the ground that he was free under |

a Territorizl Law, the soswer of the muster
would be, that he held th: slove as propaity
under a kigher low ihan the enactment of a Ter-
ritorial Legislature—under the greut, funda-
menicl law of the country.”

“Wo conocive,” guys the Ssuth Side (Va)

Demoerat, * that “he thirty-five Senators who |
vecorded their ysmes in.its favor (Badger's |

amed dinent) commiz $hemselves to the gress
prickipie, Abat, by virtue of lhe Constitulion,
every citizen of the Uuion bas s right to re-
movo o eny of its Territories, and corry nle
property with him, &nd claim for ic legal pro-
teetion, whether that property be persons or
ﬁ:ﬁll‘?.:’ .

“With the Democral, we contend,” says the
Richbmond (Va) Eaguerer, “that Slavery exists
in the national territories in virtue of the Con-
stituticn.”

The Washington Scalinel thinks the wise
men of the Senste knew what they were about,
snd that Badger's amendment ought to dis-
torb no Southern man’s nerves.

“ Uader Coastitution,” it eays “ thore is

N existence of: Slavery in all e-
qgi!edmi —that i, &0y man can carry his
slaves into it. This is the visw of the amend-
ment in ion. There is nonced of revising
the old French law. There is no power in
C to legislate in teyml to i, either the
We no one

meat will have the cffsct of preventing & mas.
ter from carrying his slaves into Nebraska and
Kanpsas. The objection to it, in order to be
wvalid, must show that is either sbolishes Sia-
very in that Territory, or ishibite its going

or that it interfures in some way againse

it. To our mird it has no such operaiicn.
On the contrary, we regard it, taken in con-
pection with the rest of the bill, as the moet

sssertion that we can ecnceive of the
of non-intervention. If we had ope
misgiving in regszd to it, we should
denounce it.

right of the master to carry Lis slave
the i4 just as complele with-
existenoce of the old French law as with
Badger’s amendment had
the msster, in introduci

: ucing
: withia the Territory, would
*mm md‘::cumy'u';n

A

it

L

| snpporters of the Bill to exclude all Territorial

| one meaning :—that amendment was, that un-
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the provisions of the old French law, but vpon
the operative force of the Constitution. Theold
Frenohhwn!o'?u no protection to his prop-
erty which the Constitution itself does not give.
His rights are equal, and the same with
or without that law. If the master relies upon
the local law for his right to the labor end
service of his slave, it may & very seri-
ous question whether, in the absence of consti-
tutional protection, the local muthorities of the
Territories could not repeal or alter that law.
It is far better for the Southern master that
the right to the service of hi# slave should be
protected by the operation of the Constitution
than by the foree of any local law.”

In snother part of the article from wkhich
this extract is taken, the editor holds, that
“ when we acquire territory, it comes instant-
Iy under the operation of the Constitution of
the United States ”—that all laws incoptistent
with the Constitution are immediately an-
nulled—that laws prohibitiag Slavery, being
thus inconsistent, become at once void—and
that laws recognising, snd providing for, Sla-
very, being * consistent with the Constitution,
are profetied fully snd completely so long as
such territory remains in the condition of pu-
pilage.”

The Richmond (Va.) Whig says, “ We have
never entertained the idea that the object of
this amendment waas to lay any reetriction upon
the introduction of slaves into the Nebrasks
Territory."s

“Weo ecare not,” it ccntini “ whether the
bill revives or repeals the old French law, in
force prior to 1820, recoguizing or establishing
Slavery in that territory. Without a positive
restriction, such as that enacted under the Mis-
souri Compromise, the introdnction of elaves is
permitted in this Territory. The Constitution
of the United Ssates will recogniseits existence,
and that is all the South need ask for. Let
the prohibition be removed, and then Southern
cit:zens ean emigrate to the country witn their
slaves, and take the chances of its admission
into the Union as elave or non-slaveholding
States. This privilege they bave s right to,
and in the absence of any-special prohibitory
enactment by Congress it is guarsntied to
them by the Federal Constitution. Slaves are
recognised as property by the Constitution, and
those holding them sre as much entitled to
the'r ssion in the publie territcry os they
are to any other species of property.”

These guotations show the prevailing opin-
ion among slaveholders. They will not hazard
a substantial pain for Slavery upon a mere
abstraction. Let no opponent of the Bill hope
for its defeat through disengicns among them ;
and let not the Northern pecple be duped, by
this clamor against Padger’s amendment, into
the notion that it is any concession to the
North. The extracts we have submitted ex-
elude any such idea. .

In view of these Pro-Slavary dogmas con-
cerning the Constitution, usiversally main-
tained by elaveholders, boldly proclaimed, per-
tinaciously urged, constantly acted upon by
them. the opponents of the Bill in the Senate
sought to obtain an expression of opinion in
favor of the right of the People of a Territory,
through their Territorial Legislatare, to ex-
clude Slavery. The Slaveholders openly de-
nied the existence of any euch right, and their
cheriched dogma, that the Constitution thec-
rotically recognises the existerce of Slavery in
all Territory of the Union, .od protects it
when actnaliy existing there, involves neces-
garily the denial of any sach right.

And yet they all arrayed themsclves in sup-
port of the Bill, which professce to confer upon
the People of a Territory the right to form
their own institutions! Why! Beeause of
the quslifying clagse, “ subjeet fo the Constitu-
tion of the United States”—a qualification with
very different mesnings in thd two sections of
the Union—being construed by the slaveholding

legislation againet Slavery, while by its North-
| ern advocates it is inuocently aked, © Has the
| Territerial Legislature the right to legislate
| against the Constitation of the United States?”
| Deliberately, through design, thie Bill is in-
| vested with two faces, so framed as to admit of

two interpretations; and the majority that
| passed it through the Senate, knowing this to
| be a fact, to 8 man voted down an smendment
! whichgwould have given it one|face, one voice,
der the Constitution of the United States, to
- which the legslation of the Territory was to
be sclject, the Territurial Legislature would
have the right to exclude Slavery. The slave-
holders voted against thia, becsuse they deny
such a right—the Northern supporters of the
Bill voted against it, leaving us in donbt wheth-
er they believe in the existence of such a right
or not; but the vote, a# a whole, was a com-
. plete denial of its cxistence. And yet, the

Northern andvocates of the Bill are shameless

enough, in full view of this vote, to claim North-

ern support for the Bill, on the ground that it

recognises the right of the People of a Territory
| to form their own institutions, pud o exclude
| Slavery. On this Lie, the supporters of the
| Bill in the Northern States rest their whole
| argument.

THE NEBRASEA-EANSAS BILL IN THE HOUSE.
' AN TMPORTANT VOTE

|  The vote of yesterday, by which the Ne-
. braska-Kansas Bill wus reforred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole on the &'ate of the Unien,
is important, but not decisive. Mr. Richard-
son, Chairman of the Coramittee on Territo-
ries, who assumed the mavagement of the bill,
with mora rashness than dizcretion, saw proper
to make the dispssition of the measure a test
guestion. I referred to the Committee on
Territories, he said, it could be reported back,
and, if & majurity were in favor of it, after neces-
sary amendments, it wonid be put upon its
. passage. That is, the Committpe on Territo-
rice. & majority of which is in favor of the bill,
might strike out the alien clayse ; at a mo-
| ment preconcerted, and when il the friends
| of the meusure should be prepsred, report it
| back > the Houso; when the very able and
! vigilant Speaker could assign the flior to the
Chairmas 2f said Committee; by whom the
previous questicn weuld be dempnded ; under
the operation of which, the hows> would be
brought to a direct vote upon the bill, withoul
opvortuaity for consideration or discussion.

This, Mr. Rickardsop insisted was the dis-
position of the bill which & sinjere desire for
ita passage required—this was the policy of
ita real friends.

The ciber mode proposed was, to refer it to :
the Committee of the Whole on the state of
the Union. That, Mr. Kickardeon declared,
would bLe “killing it by indireetion. [t was
i vseless to disgnise the fact; the Nebraska-
| Kansas bill already reported -from the Com- |
| mittee on Territpries of the House, and referred |
| to the Committes of the Whole lop the state
of the Union, was the twentioth ¢a the calen-
dar. Gentlemen need not pretend to him that
they wore favprable to the measure, when
they were wiliing to place it in a position
where it could pot ba reached again during
the seefion. The effort 50 to refer the bill was
an epdeavor to defeat it ultogether.”

There cua be no doubt that Me. Richazdsop
gave utterance to the views of the great ma-
jority of the determined supportess of the Bill,
and it i3 & fair inference Msfu’mggf the
pinety five members who voted with hip
agsiost the reference to the Committes of the-
Whole on the state of the Union, not culy is in
faver of its passage, and intends to vote for it,
but was g to see it forced through the

| Their names are a8 follows :
Navs—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James
g' Ahu;’:le,nomt,lq &“Thog. H'Bm
ar e,
Caskie, Chastain,

Clngman. Cobb, Colguitt Cox, Craige, Joba
ingman, y i

G. D.F!'.liRolD Dent, Disney, Dowﬂsnl‘i, Dun-
bar, £, Ewing, Faulkner, Flor-

encg. Goode, Greenwood, Grﬁy, Hamilton, S.
W. Harris, Wiley P. Harrie, Hendricks, Henn,
Hibbard, Hill, Houston, I 1, G. W, Jones,
J. G. Jones; Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell,
Kurtz, L Letcher, Lindley, Macdonald,
Mch‘ﬁ:lJ;hn eMullen, McNair, McQueen,
Maxwell, Jobn G. Miller, Smith Miller, Mill.
son, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John
Perkina, Phel Phillips, Powell, Preston,
Ready, Reese, Richardsos, Riddlé, Rcbhins,
Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Show-
er, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wm. Smith,
Wm. R. Smith, Geo. W. Smyth, Frederick P.
Stanton, Vansant, Walsh, Warren. Daniel B.
Wright, H. B. Wright, and Zollieuffer— 95.
From the Slave States, 72, from the Fres
States, 24. These twenty-four are—
Macpoxanp, of Maine. Ovps, of Ohio.
Higparp, of N. H. Disxey, do.
IncersoLL, of Conn. ESuaxnox, do.
Warsu, of New York. J. G. Davis, of Ind.

Packen, of Pa. ExGrisu,

Whricur, do. MiLLER, do.

KurTz, do. Henprick do.

R'AWSOH, do, ALLEN, of [llinois.
cNair, do. Ricnarnson, do.

Frorexce, do. Husw, of lowa.

Rossixs, do. Latuam, of California.

Crark, of Michigan. McDovears, do.

All, go-called Democrats—being 3 from New
England, 1 from New York, 7 from Penneyl-
vania, ! from Michigan, 3 from Ohio, 4 from
Indians, 2 from Illinois, 1 from lows, 2 from
Californis. 2

From the vote given by thess twenty-four
gentlemen, we understand, and their constitu-
ents will understand, that they not only intend
to vote for the repeal of the Missouri Corm-
promite, but that they were anxious to aid
Mr. Richardson in forcing through the Biil,
without opportunity being sllowed for free
discussion. Doubtless they have made up their
minds to meet the full regponsibility of their
course of action, and are willing to submit it to
the judgment of their constituents.

Some eeventeen or eighteen members from
the free States were abgent, or dodged a vote
on this question. These were—

Cumming, of N. York. Drum, Pennsylvania.

WaLkeRr, do. Howg, do.
Rowg, do.  D. StvarT, Michigan.
TwEED, do. StrarToN, N. Jersey.
Dean, do. LixpLey, of Ohio.
McCrorrocH, of Pa. Sarp, do.
BrIpGES, do. Dunnawm, of Indiana.
JonEs, ! Coox, of lowa.

Some of these were unintentionally absent ;
some, we fear, intentionally. Many friends of
Mr. Dean, a prominent “Soft” from New
York, would have heen glad to see his vote re-
corded. v

Those voting to refer the Bill to the Com-
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union,
were a8 follows:

Yras—Mesers. Appleton, Ball, Banks, Bel-
cher, Bennett, Beneon, Benton, Bissell, Blies,
Bugg, Camgpbell, Carpeater, Chamberluin,
Chsndler, Chase, Corwin, Crocker, Cullom,
Curtis, Catting, Thomas Davis, Da Witt, Dick,
Dickinson, Kastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Ed-
mands, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley,
Fenton, Flagler, Frankln, Fuller, Gamble,
Giddings, Goodrich, Green, Grow, Aaron Har-
lan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastinge,
Haven, Hicster, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Daniel
T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lane, Lilly, McCul-
loch, Meace, Maoy, Matteson, Maurice, Mayall,
Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Morrison,
Marray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oli-
ver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, B.
Perkins, Pratt, Pringle, Purgear, David Ritchie,
Thomas Ritcbey, Kuasell, Subin, Sage, Mi
mour, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Rich-
ard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, An-
drew Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor,
Tharston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Vail, Wade,
Walbridge, Walley, Elihu B. Wachburne,
Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, T.
Wentworth, Westhrook, Wheeler, Witte, and
Yates—110.

We gaid the vote on the referenco was im-
portant, though not decisive—imporlant, 88
showing how many snd who were willing to
support the Bill at all hasards, and put it
through in hot haste—not decisive, hecause
some voted to refer it to the Commitice of the
Whole on the state of the Union, who eould
not Lo depended upon to vole against the Bill |
on the questivn of its passage.

Of these, some may be willing to get rid of
the measure in such o way as not to subject
themselves to misconstruction and damage at
the hands of their polidical foes, while others
may desire to amend the Bill so that they can
vote for it consistently. That the great majori-
ty of those voting f.r this reference are un-
friendly to the Bill, there can be no doubt, and
the spirit, firmness, and discretion,swhich they
exhibited in this preliminary struggle yestor-
day, aro full of encouragement to the friends
of justice and good faith.

Bat they must not relax their vigilance or
lay down their arms. The struggle has only
commenced. They have obtained an advan-
tage. but not a trinmph. A change of only
eight votes wonld have thrown the day against
them. Thst a majority cf but fourteen could
be found against a movement, designed to force |
through withoutdeliberstion a measure of such
magnitude, and in opposition to whish the
free States are almost unanimously arrayed,
must show them that any remissness on their
pert may prove fatal. Let them remember,
that some of the eight Southern men who on
this oceasion voted with the majority, from the
conviction that to disturb the Missouri Com-
promise was, if not a violation of good faith,
at least pregnant with ultimate mischief to the
South, may yet be forced into a false position :
that of the eight Southern men who were ab-
sent, every one, if present, would probably have
voted for referring the Bill to the Committee

| on Territories; that Mr. Cotting, spesking
| in behalf of the “ Hards ” of New York, avowed

approbation of the general principles of the
Bill, and.that his objeet in moving its refer-
ence to the Commistee of the Whole on the
state of the Union was to amend it in ite de-
tails, 80 a8 to bring it in strict conformity to
those principles. Add to these considerations,
thut the Administration is now openly com-
mitted to the measure, openly pledged by its
“organ ”’ to use all its power fo igsure its pas-
sago through Congress, and the Feople must
#6a that nothing but the most yrgent and po-
teutial demonstsations of their opinion snd
will can avert this catastrophs,

HOW IT WILL WORE—A GLANCE AT THE
FUTURE.

Let us suppose hat, the anti alien clause of
the Nebra:ka Bill having jbeen stricken out,
the measure has passed both Houses of Con-
gress, reccived the sanction of the President,
and become ¢ law,

Now, says the elavchoider, we shall have
peace. Thers will be no more Copgressional
intervention with Slavery. The vexed guestion
is excluded frcm the halls of reprezentation.
There is an end of agitation,

A word on that point, says the Northern
wap. Your cherished principle is Non-Inter-
vention by Congrass with the subjeet of Sla-
yery—to the States gnd to the Territories that
question is compmitted. We shall hold you to
shis pringiple. To maintgin it when jts appli-
cation suils your gomvenience or interest, and
deny it when it may work o opr henefit, will
not snewer. There must be no discrimination.

House without sllowing ity opponents time to |
gonsider, di:cuss, or amend it
]

The principle, without qualification, you have
asscrted aud established—we shall not permit

| whila you, Slaveholders, count not more than

you to qualify or limit its legitimate conse-

Firsf, then, we demaod the repeal of the
sct of Coogress of 1801-'2, by which the |
slave code of Maryland was re-enacted in this
District. Slavery here rests upon that code:
that code rests upon a special act of Congress; |
that act is intervention with the question of
Slavery, snd the prineiple of Non-Intervention
requires its repeal. This demand we shall |
continue to urge, and you shall have no pesce
till it be complied with.

_Secondly. The Fugitive Slave Law of 1850

is & clear violation of the principle. To the
States and to the Territories you have referred
the entire question of Slavery; we now agree
in this reference. To say the least, the ques-
tion whether Congress has the power to legis-
late for the reclamation of fugitiva slaves, is
just a8 doubtful as the question whether it has
the right to legislate for Territories. You
_take the ground of striot construction in
the latter case; we take the same ground in
the former ; and, as you have established the
principle that Coogress ought not to intervene
in any form in regard to Slavery, we insist
upon its application in the repeal of the Fugi-
tive Slave Law, a most cdious act of Congres-
sional intervention. Let the States and the
Territories regulate the matter of escaping
sluves for themselves. Are they not quite as
capuble of scting wisely in the premires as
Congress? How dare you arrsy yourselves
against Populsr Sovereignty and State Righta?
You are anxious to exclude agitation from the
Halls of Congress; but this cannot be dene,
g0 long 8s Congress shall persist in violating
the principle of Non-Intervention, by usurping
the powers belcnging to the States snd the
Territeries over the subject of fugitives from
Slavery.

Thirdly. The law regulating the coastwise
slave trade, prescribing the amount of tonnage
in the vessels engaged in I.ﬂmporﬁng_ll“uil
from cne port to another of the United States, |
is o palpable violatipn of the Principle, and |
we shall give Congress no rest till it erase it |
frem the Statute Book.

Fourthly. The Laws abolishing the foreign
Slave Trade, and making participation in that
trafic by American citizens, piracy, are in
clear violation of the Principle. They inter-
fere wantonly with the domestic institutions of
the South, impliedly question the humanity of
the People of the South, unjustly discriminate
between one kind of property and another,
fasten a stigma upon the slaveholding States,
are repugnant to Popular Sovereignty and
State rights. The subject is one belonging !
exclusively to the States and Territories, and
should be left with them to deal with aceord-
ing to their own judgment. It is a fsir pre-
sumption that they understand best what their
own dignity and welfare demand. Carry out
your Principle of Non-Intervention, and repeal
these obnoxivus Laws. Let the State or Ter-
ritory decide for itself whether it will import
or exclude slaves. This the Principle of Non-
Intervention requires.

Fifthly. As the subject of Slavery in the
Territories of the Union is excluded from Con-
grese, we chall commence agitation among the
People, whom ycur act empowers to form and
regulate their imstitutions, in their own way.
We are aware that by inserting the proviso,
“subject to the Comstitution of the United
States” you covertly intended to prevent them
from excloding Slavery. Bat there are two
sides to that question. The Northern men who
joined you in passing the Bill, held that the
Provigo imposed no disability upon the inhabit-
ants of a Territory, in relation to Slavery, for
& law excluding it would not be repugnant to
the Constitution of the United S:tates. That is
just what we think. We, Northern People,
numbering some fourteen millions of freemen,

three hundred thousand heads, hold that the
Federal Constitution does mot carry Slavery
with it, or that you have the right, in virtue of
it, to take your slaves into United States Terri-
tory, or that the Territorial Legislatures will
violate that instrument by excluding your
glaves. You told us that the Principle of Non-
lutervention was established—that the People
of & Territory were to have the right to form
and regulate their own institutions. Very
well—we take you at your word, and shall pro-
ceed according to the only fair construction of
the aot, to labor for the exclusion of Slavery
from every foot of United States Territory.
With a large and enterprising free population,
receiving an acoession yearly of some three or
four bundred thousand Slavery-hating people
from abroad, we intend to take posseseion of
the Territories, plant Free Labor in them, and
agitate till we succeed in establishing laws for
the perpetual prohibition of Slavery. We shall
not limit our efterprise to the northern por-
tions of euch Territories, but go below as well as
above the line of 36 deg. 30 min. Before the
passage of this act, we felt somowhat restrain.
ed by an implied understanding that the Ter-
ritory below 36 deg. 30 min. was to be eurren-
dered to slave labor; bat this act releases us
from any such restraint, by recognising the
right of the People everywhere to determine
and regulate their own institutions. The coun-
try west of Arkaneas, & large portion of Texas,
and the-tract of land your Gadsdin Treaty
proposes to buy st an enormous price, for die-
union purposcs, will sll open a wide field for
Anti-Slavery sagitation and free labor institu-
tutions.

Your policy is, by this Princ'ple of Non-la-
tervention, to extinguish agitation sgainst Sla-
very, hem in and paralyze free labor institu-
tions, and extend the area and augment the
gower of Slavery. We will show yoa that
Non-Intervention has two sides to it. You
trample upon all compromises—no restraint
imposed by the wisdom of our Fathers on the ex-
tensicn of Slavery, will' yon regard—every
compact, by which, in consideration of oertain
oconoessions to Slavery. certain advantages wers
to be secured to Freedom, you hove swept
away. Wo are thus released from all hovo-
rary obligations; you force upon us a naked
struggle, hand to band, between Free Labor
and Slave Labor, between Freedom and Sla-
very, between Northern Power and the Slave
Power, and the ecene of thatstruggle is to be the
Territory of the United States. Wp take up
the gauntlet—look to yourselves—(God defend
the right ! ' 3

We shrink not, say the Blaveholders. We
control the Administration, and the Adminis-
tration appoints the Governor, who can veto
the will of any majority of the Territorial
Legislature, less than two-thirds; also the
judges, who will bave the right to decide om
the constitutlonsliéy of jte acte. Agitate as
much as you please, you will fist 187t over-
come the veto preragotive of our Governor;
and, should you sucoeed in this, bafls the vigil-
ance and agumep of pur Judges. And depend
upon it, wp sball always faje parc fo have
Governors and Gmaﬂn #o5ry put opr
views of the Constitution. 3

That is the game, is it ? replies our Northern
friend. You bring back the agitation, then,
from the Territories to the States, and concen-
trate it ai Wyghington. What you mean, then,
by your Prinoiple; is, ifon-futeryention by the
Federal Legislature, not Non-Jnterventi
the Federsl Executive. You intend to thr
this Blavery Question jnto National politica, as

s basie of Party, s 8 bongd of nnjon hetween
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'by casting out one or the other.

you snd your allies, &8 & test of fitnoss for the
Presidency. As you will—here, too, we will
meet you. Since you intend to fill the Presi-
denoy with s man pledged to bafile the will of
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tyu;d crafty counsels. had perverted .ﬂni
Union from its original purposes. Our object

was to resoue the Government from the bands |

of & Seotional Interest, to divoroe it from its
ing nllisnce with Slavery, and make it, |

the People of the Territoriss, to appoint for | degrading

them Governors and Judges who will prevent

them from excluding Slavery, and forming their
own domestic institutions to suit ves, we
will intend just the contrary. We ‘: for
Non-Intervention out and out. We will make

it the issue of every election for the Presidency.
On our banners v @ will insaribe, Non- Interven-
tion by Congress or the Federal Ezecutive with
Slavery in the Territories—election of Territo-
rial Governors and Judges by the People - or, if
this should not suit you, woe will seek to fill the
Presidential Chair with a man pledged 8o to
constitute the Executive and Judicial depart-
ments of the Territories, as to sllow full and
free course to the will of the People.

What say you, gentlemen? How do you
like this exhibition of the workings of your fa-
vorita Principle of Non-Intervention? Whata
miserable delusion—that it will rolieve you
from agitation! Turn this agitation out of
Congress, and you have only aroused it in the
Territories ; and your efforts to arrest it there,
only bring it back to Washington, to shake
the Federal Executive, and involve National
Politios.

The truth is, Slavery and Demooracy are
eternal sntagonisms, and the attempt to har-
monize them in one system, to equalize them,
must forever prove an abortion. What one
gains, the other loses—lawe operating to the
benefit of one must damage the other.

It ia impossible in one system of Govern-
ment to pursue & policy which shall equally
promote the interesta of froe labor and the in-
tereats of slave labor ; which shall carry for-
ward, pari passu, the power and influence of
the men who work for themselves, and the
men who make others work for them. The
incorporation of two elements so fundament-
aily opposite in nature, generating habits so
different, wants so variant, and demandicg
policies so dircetly hostile to each other, must
engender perpetual strife, dissension, and agi-
tation. Each will be forever striving for the
mastery, and the struggle can be decided only
So long
as the slaveholders inist upon making the
General Government responsible for Slavery
and subsersient to it, in its fandamental law—=
the Constitution—in its statute laws, in its ju-
dicial decisions, in its diplomacy, there will
be, and there ought to be, political Anti Sla-
very agitation. They can have rest from
such sgitation, only by consenting that the
idea of Liberty shall be supreme in the Fede-
ral Goveroment, in all its Departments, in
all ita action, and Slavery be limited to the
States in which it exists, completely divoreed
from the Federal Power, asking nothing from
it, and never sesking to use .it for ita sectional

purposes. 4 P

PARTIES AND INTERESTS—THE PAST AND
THE FUTURE.

When it became evident that the great
body of slaveholding members of the Senate
and Houee of Representatives intended to sup-
port the bill for the repeal of the Missouri
Cempromise, it was hoped by Anti-Slavery
men that there might be no exceptions.
Aware that co-operation hetween the North-
ern and Southern sections of the old parties
had always been seccured by the subservience
of the former, that their union, as national
organizations 8o called, had been maintained
by an express or tacit recognition of the ae-
cendency of Slasery, and that for these rea-
sons they presented the most formidable obsta-
cle to an organization, in an efficient form, of
the eentiment of the North in favor of Free
Labor and Free Institutions, they were not
gorry when they saw the bond of union in the
Whig and Democratic parties seriously threat-
ened by this repeal movement. While, there-
fore, they honor the two Southern Senators
who nobly oppesed this movement, and the
eight Southern members of the Houee who
have manifested their hostility to it, on the
ground, as we understand it, that it is against
honor and good faith, they would have Leen
quite ns well snticfied, locking alone to politi-
cal conscquences, had the Southern delegation
in both Houses presented an unbroken front
in support of the Nebraska Bill.

The North has been deluded too long with
the illusion of Nationality. It has been taught
to regard Parties founded upon geographical
distinctions as dangerous to the Union. Its
Whigs and Democrats have denounced section-
alism, sectional agitation, sectional queetions,
and labored to build up and maintain National
Parties, on the basis of National Interests ;—a
policy certuinly desirable and patriotic, but
which thus far has never been accomplished.
They have succgeded in constructing Parties,
national in form, but sectionsl in fact—enroll-
ing in their ranks Northern and Southern
men, but with the leadership always in the
haeds of the latter—ostensibly aiming to pro-
mote the general welfare, but really tributary
to the aggrandizement of the Class Iuterest of
Slavery.

Before the attempt to organiza in a political
form the Anti Siavery Sentiment of the coun.
try, this Interest pursued its object, eteadily
but quietly. Its power was felt, not so much
in its exercise as in its results. [t waa seen
that it furniched our Presidents, obtained the
ssccndency on the Supreme Bench, monopo-
lized the most important foreign appointments,
controlied the organization of the House of
Representatives and the Senate, bore sway in
our National Political Conventions, dictated the
ocreed of Parties, and shaped the policy of the
Government, so as generally to gnhance its
own power ; but why this was o, in what way
these results were accomplished, few took the
trouble to inquire, and still fewer understood.

Political Anti-Slavery men eghibited the
facta in their true light, and furnished the
explanation. It was through the old Parties,
boasting of their Nationalily, repudialing Sec-
tionalism and, Sectional issues, that this graep-
ing, subtle Interest had obtained such control
over the Federal Government, and was seck-
ing to establish perpetual ascendency. Pre-
tending to be National, and the great body of
their adherents at the North sinoerely believ-
ing that they were National, they were con-
trolled apd mavaged by a Sectional Interest
for Bectional purposes.

Political Anti-Slavery men, sssailivg this
Sectional Interest, endeavoring to unmask
its policy, and to expose the uniform subservi-
ence to it of the Whig and Democratic Parties,
were dendunced as Sectional, foes to Najjonal-
ity, enemies of the South, seeking to array one

ion of the country against another. This
m be expected. They were confined to
the Northern Statee, formed a very smoll ma-
jority, aod the supporters of the Siave Jntorest,
understanding the attachment of the American
People to the idea of Nationality, saw their
gdvgutage if they could sucgeed in fastening
upon their oppopenty the stigma of Sectional
bigotry

Nothing could be more false and unjust.
We warred, not against Nationality, but Sec-
tionality, hiding iteelf under its broad folds.
We warred, not against our country, but s Class
foterest, ined-to rule its destiniea We

warred, not against the [nion, but agsinst an
Arisospacy of Siavgholder, who by theie voh

as it waa intended to be, the rqweunhzin,lho'
exponent, the bulwark, the instrumont of Na- |
tional Interests. Our motto was and is, “ Lib-
erty and Union,” not “Slavery and Union”—
and if this be not true Nationality, what is?

We saw that the supporters of the Class In-
terest of Slavery acted with paramount refer-
ente to that Interest. Let them call them-
selves Whigs or Democrats, the ordinary issues
between the old parties were minor considera-
tiops to them. Their first demand from what- |
evar Party they acted with, was fidelity to
Southern interests—a mere circumlocation, for
fidelity to the interesta of Slavery. And the
demand was complied with, for what distinet
Political Power existed, to make fidelity to the
great National Interest of Freedom, a condi-
tion to its adhesion? This odious Class Inter-
est had everything its own way. Should either
Party refuose its demand, there was no antago-
nistic Power elsewhere to fall back upon, and
Slavery would give victory to the Party that
had not besitated in i's oath of allegiance.
Or, should any Public man rebel against this
obth, what counter-Interest was there to save
him from political degradation? The sceptire
was beld by Southern slaveholders, and North-
ern Politicians must bow to their power, or
forfeit all hope of pulitical preferment.

We determined to e-tablish a counter-Inter-
est—to organize s Party of Freedom agsinst
the Party of Slavery. Fourteen years has this
work been going on, amidst obloquy and mis-
representation. It pucleus was formed in
1840, when James G. Birney, (not long befu:;o
a citizen of Alabama.) selected as the repre-
sentative of Freedom, received nine thousand
votes. Twelve years after, in 1852, it had
grown to one hundred and fifty thousand, and
to-day the ideas and feelings which gave birth
to it are stronger end more prevalent than at
any former period. [Its growth has been
watched with anxiety by the Party of Sla-
very, which has become more exacting in its
demands. Our action has tended to reveal its
tactics, and its action, now that it must confront
& defiant opposition, is bolder and more turbu-
lent. Not content sa formerly with selecting ts
Northern instruments, without an open profes-
sion of loyalty on their part, it requires sub-
mission to odious tests as the condition prece-
dent to its favor. What with the Truths incal-
cated upon the Public Mind by the Party of
Freedom, and the striking illustrations of those
Truths furnished by the Party of Slavery,
the People have been graduslly awaking to
the real relations of Slavery to the old Par-
ties, to the use it has made of them, and to
ita irreconcilable enmity to true Nationality.
Circumstances or Providence has favored the
development, until this last and most dagrant
attempt cf the Party of Slavery to use the
power of Northern political organizations for
the repeal of the Missouri Compromise, there-
by opening the whole of the Territory of the
Union to Slave Labor, and investing the Slave
Interest with the attribute of Nationality.

The demand now is, not only acquiescence
in this mocvement, but active support to it, on
pain ¢f being denounced and disfranchised, as
an Abolitionist. Northern Whigs refuse com-
pliance, and are already branded; Northern
Democrats, who hesitate, are threatened with
the same doom. Southern Whigs in the Sen-
ate, with a single exception, are energetic sup-
porters of the movement, snd the leading
Southern Whig papers speak as if there were
no longer a Whig party at the North. South-
ern Democrats in the Senate, with a single
exception, have taxed all their energies to
force it through Congress, and Southern Dem-
ocratic presses agree in casting out from party-
fellowship every Northern Democrat who die-
sents from it.

Here, and now, we hold, it is the duty of
the North to meet the issue thrust upon it by
the Party of Slavery. Old parties are in fact
dissolved—old party questions have disappear-
ed—there is no Whig Party, there is no Dem-
ocratic Party. There is an organized Party
of Slavery, grasping, defiant, desperate, dee-
potie, controlling the South, clutching at the
throat of the North. There is an organized
Party of Freedem at the North, the direct an-
tagonist of this, embodying the faith of Free-
dom in its creed, the policy of Frecdem in its
course of action, but as yet commanding too
little of Northern strength to prove a match
for the power of Slavery.

Why should not Northern voters, now that
the issue between Slavery and Freedom is
forced upon them, rally with this Party, with
the Independent Democracy, and once for all
give these Slaveholders a lesson at the ballot-
box, of what the Non-Slaveholding millions of
the country can do, when compelled to the trial
of their strength ?

It was because we thought this result im-
portant that we almost regretted that Messre.
Bell and Houston in the Senate, and eight
Southern men in the House, have felt it their
duty to oppose the repeal movement, much as
we honor their heroism. Their position is cal-
culated to break the force of this odious pro-
slavery dcmonstration, in sundering old party
relations, and uniting Northern men in solid
phalanx as a Party of Freedom. It may lead
some Northern Whigs and Democrats to cling
to the long:cheriched idea of equal union in Na-
tional Parties with Slaveholders. This Aris-
tocracy ie blind, or it would see this, and recog-
nise in these exceptional members of its caste,
the only men who can save its pretensions from
uiter overthrow. .

Meantime, cur business is with Northern
men, Western men, aye, and Southern mon,
who are sick of subservience to a Class
Interest, sick of the yoke of Slavery. The
few Slaveholders who protest sgainst this vio-
Iation of the Missouri Compromise, are mere
exceptions, The Class, as a whole, is despe-

rately bent on repesl, and ¢n subjugating to |/

its perpetual rule the Federal Government. [t
is with you to say whether they shall succeed.
We showed, the other day, that the Democratic
Party, which had triumphed at ‘the North, on
legitimate issues, in 1844, lost every Northern
State but twoin 1848, by committing itself to a
candidate whose sentiments on the Slavery issue
were unacceptable to Northern men; that
from being in & majority in 1844, in the North-
ern States, of 25,000, it fell under a majority of
500,000 in 1848—a result demonstrating the
tremendous strength of the Anti-Slavery Senti-
ment. ’ &

We now call attention to & few more con-
siderations. The whole number of votes in the
Electoral College is 296—149 a majority, being
enough to determine the Presidential question.
The free States are entitled to'176 electoral
votes, or twenty-seven more than is neceseary
to eloct & President. Ass matter of fact, Gen.
Taylor and General Pierce were elected to the
Presidential Chair by Northern votes; that is,
had every slayeholding State voted against
thom, they would etill have hoen elected. The
pext Hresidgofigl contest, the North and Weet
can dispense with the vote of Pennsylvania, of
New Hampshire, lows, and New Jersey, or I
linois 2nd Indiana, and yetmake the Preaident,
if it will. This it ought to do, and it ought
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do not seek to disturb by Federal action.' and the facilities toeseape 0 enlerseq .
Slaveholders koow this; their talk about species of property would beoome il
tho assaults of Abolitionism on their domestio DOt velueless, in Missouri” 8
institutions, is all for effect. The issue they Again :
foros upon the froe States is one of politioal | ., * IDwnother aspect, the organ‘zativg of )
powse. They have, ued the Trion sod she | 1077 8 Sporant o e i
Federal Government to advance the |interecsts o any others. There are hundrpd: a‘;ff t,‘ .
and power of Slavery; the free States revolt 8ands of farmers, and others, in this Sty \.t
at this prostitation of & Union formed to ex- E.'i: lih-*ed f?;'-rd 5@{‘;“1%'1.\' 0 the tig,
p i : . | n they could move with their troperty i,
t;nd Gm hlmgg of Ij‘wﬁ this pcmrm(: | and make selections and entries Jr' ?1-‘3,“; : "
of a umn-mt, in winoh they h‘“e an equal  Tapritory. They entertain a favorable o,
right and interest. Their duty is, to redeem | of the country, and they will expect 1, 'th'{"'_‘
the Government from the control of the slave- | mitted to enter it with their property (f .
kind, and occupy such portions as may by 1|
‘g_luy scquired. Shall they bo deniy [j‘

holders, and the Union from such prostitution.
Should this repesl movement succeed, the free :

L J , right T Shall they be ecompelled to rey

: il power o e to em the puwiiege ol removing w
former is weakened, that of the latter increas- | becsuse they hold a certain epecice of)
ed; and a Principle is established, which will | 11 this equality of rights as pr
give impunity snd emcouragement to slavo- | l:m‘ermuent. : Can this be ”'.- conditi
holding schemes of aggrandizement i :ﬁg;phu;lvlv)hlch‘tl;edp:eqplc e
: | hilA 8 reduced °

Here and now, then, the Non-Stavebolders | gy (. cnt:nll'mt o SR
should take their stand ; on this distinct issne, | | oo 4TI SIS e 1D
therepeal of the Missouri Compromise, sonfront | s being. semonst, will oer 1ot .
the slaveholders and their adherenta—the Par. | 1o W1 FEOTS, WL roon fud e
ty of Slavery—and determine, as they have the o
power, to place in the Presidential chair, in |

L]

Jree territory,

1856, o man fully ropresenting the doctrine, of | },4ve gained, if the Nebracka and Kuneg
-a tofal divorce of the Federal Government from alie

Slavery.
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This they can do, and ought to do; and
they must do it, sooner or later, if thoy would
relieve themselves from the yoke of an over-
bearing Aristocracy, humble its pretensions,
make Liberty supreme in the National Coun-

¢ils, and save the Union from destruction.

i

“NO MATERIAL INTEREST AT STAKE"

“[ believe it is admitted that there is no |

matcrial interest at stake.”
Speech of Mr. Everett on the Nebraska Bill.

The opponents of the Bill to repeal the Mis-
gouri Compromise differ from Mr. Eserett,
The “ material interest at stake  is free labor, |
the ares of which, by the operation of this Bill, |

is to be restricted.
Slave Labor is exhausting, and is always

seeking for virgin soil. The soil of Massachu- | ed ; and Nebrocka will almost nee
getts is a hard one, and yet the average num- | ita social character, and political
ber of ita population to & rquare mile is 137 ;
while the ratio in Alabama, with its fertile
soil and and genial climate, is 15 to & square
And yet, according to the weekly Sen-

mile,
tinel of that State, it lost by emigration, from

Oactober last to Febroary, a period of four
months, an average of 500 every day, or a

total of 75,000 gouls. It estimates the amount
of property carried out by these emigrants at
$78,670,000.

The Censas shows that the course of emigra-
tion %8 not 80 much from the North to the
South, as from the South to Northern and
Western territory. Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,
Towa, Missouri, have been settled largely by
Southern immigrants.

History shows that where the Territory has
not been exempted from Slavery by positive
Congressional enactment, there immigrants
have continued to hold their slaves, and have
built up Slave-labor Institutione; and that
where there has been such enactment, they
have laliored, although unsuccessfully, to break
it down, as was the case in Ohio, Indiana, and
IHinoie,

Missouri rangee for the most part in the
same latitudes ns these States. Its soil and
climate are like theire. It was not exemptéd
from Slavery by Congreseional enactment, as
they were; and to-day, it has 90,000 slaves,
while they have none, and only 700,000 white
people, while not one of them has less than a
million, and Ohio, & smaller State, has twenty-
two hundred thousand!

By the Missouri Compromise, Nebraska Ter-
ritory, with an srea large enough for a dozen
such States as Ohio, was exempted from Sla-
very, and for thirty-three years it has been sup-
posed that States, free and prosperous like Ohio,
were to epring out of it. Southern and North-
ern immigrants, settling it, would be placed on
an equal footing, enjoy equal rights, and par-
ticipate equally in building up free-labor insti-
tutions. No one doubts that such will be the
result, if the Missouri Compromise be left un-
disturbed.

The Slaveholders, with Mr. Douglas, and &
few Northern Senators already disowned by
their constituents, propose to repeal this Com-
promise, and place Nebraska in the seme con-
dition, a8 it regards Slavery, as Missouri was
left in—without protcetion against the inroads
of that system. Under the operation of the
policy that secured s free populdtion to Oiso,
Indiana, and Illinois, a free population would
have been secured to Nebraska. Under the
operation of the policy that has given o slave
pupulation to Miseouri, it will become peopled
with slaves ; for a large portion of it lies in the
same latitude with Missouri, and is ensceptible
of the rame kind of cultivation. And yet Mr.
Everett coolly tells us that “it is admitted
that there is no material intercst nt stake!”
Faocts thow that he and thoss who éoncur with
him are mistaken, and that the Party of Sla-
very is not fighting so desperately for a mere
abstraction.

Senator Butler,in a debate which took place
in the Senate, last Monday, pointed out the
way in which Slavery would gradually gain
foothold in the Territory, should the Compro-
mice be repealed ; for to suffer it to stand, wos,
in his judgment, to interpose an insuperable
obstacle to its introduction. Explaining why
he was willing, in this particular case, to dela-
gate to the People of the Territory the right to
govern themselves, he said—

«] will give these powere in this case be-
cause it is prudent and proper. [ will give
them to those who, understanding the great
principle of American institulions, will impress
it upon the statutes of the Territory, umtil it
shell assume sach a position as will enable it
to come into the Union a8 an equal State; but
1 am not going to deal so with all other Terri.
tories. [ will deal so with this, because, if you
will allow me to say so, I know that Kentucky,
Missouri, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, and,
in part, South Carolina, have mingled their
judgments in the prpulation of Missouri; and
that will be a judgment which is hkelyto prevail
in the laws of these Territories. Sir, the min-
gled opinions of the citizens living in and be-
yond Missouri will carry cul that judgment in
the Territorial laws of these Terrilories, and 1
believe they will be just. There are a great
many from the North who will go into these
Territories. I have seen some of them ; they

are men who are capable, before leaving home,
of lifting themselves above the prejudices whick
il there ; or who have home with a

view to take a fair position in reference to this
maller.”

Which, being interpreted, megns, that Sen.
tor Butler votes to give these people the right
to govern themselves, with an important quali-
ficativn, simply and solely because the settlers
there, being composed of Kentuckians, Caro-
linians, Miseourians, and Northern immi
grants free from prejudice against Slavery,
will tolerate that system, and protect it by
their lawa.

Here are some speculations, also, from the
St Louis (Mo, Republican, a Whig journal,
showing how much influence the advocates of
Slavery sttach to the “material interest at

..‘ﬂ

<If Nebraska be made s free Tepritory, then

will i be surrounded on three -&:hby

and means to assist in the e :l‘ﬂ]l::m_m
8 eacape of our

Illinocis across the Micei , lows on the

north, and Ne with no river i

to do it on the Slavery Issuve.
Favmy I 1hy | Batos whero i cxists wo

oo the west, In this condition of things, wi
the cm’ssarice of the Abolitionists around us,

“Do the exceptants to Senator 1.
course ever ask themselvis what they
| : e 1
..had passed without the removal or sholiv
| of the Missouri line, to which those reoun

e

have been expressly subjected hy the legials
tion and Compromise of 18207 The pe
would undoubtedly have been the n;rr.-}-,.}'..u,:;
those Territories to the Free-Soilers  Altho gk
we hold it clear that the Misouri restriotiy
is unconstitutional, there arc a large pombor
who think otherwise, and nothing hort of it
abolition or removal will have the et
openieg those Territories to tlaveholdors -
“We have reason to believe, from relisi
authority, that, withcut this measare, a ny
slaveholding popslation would at onee cemy,
those Territories, and the ¢laveholders nog
tlere would have to recede—nay, to give wy
to an emigrant horde of Red Ropublicans i
principle, if not in national orizin, full of 1
deadliest hestility to Slavery.  But. remve the
Misgouri line and restristionr, and Kansus y,
| are well assured, will be settled by tola
| planters, for the production of which s
| the soil and climate are said to he w

l a.nd Iuc.ﬂ i:l*!?'tl.'.ttfu:‘.-. from Missouri in i

it borders.

“If Senator Butler had deserted his Sogt.
ern @ssociates, he may have cos
defeat the bill; but ke would hus

the responsibility of dividing the no d
South, and weuld have achicved, for his e
stituents and the South, ‘an Irishman’s gain -
he would have gained a loss.

“The bill, reduced to its true charicter ap)
freed from all sophistical confusion, snd e
cially from the glosses of men of extreps
views, on either side, is nothing more than
Territorial bills, under the Constitution of e
United States, excopt that it removes doubtly
declaratory legislation, by impliedly, if nite
pressly, asserting the supremacy of the Cope.
tution over the unconstiutional Missouri (o
promise and restriction of 1820.7

In 1845, the number of slaveholders in Ker.
tucky was thirty-one thousard and a fractin
the number of slaves one hundred acd ninety
thousand, showing an average of ahuut ex
glaves to each slaveholder, Taking thisasa
fair ratio for Missouri, whose slave population
is now ninety thousand, more or less, there are
not quite sixtecn thousand slavcholders in that
State, the entire white population of
about seven hundred thousand. The great
majority of this pepulation may be considered
adverse to Slavery. [ts interests are unlavr
ably affectcd by it—it wouald rejoice to sen the
State freed from the curse. And yet, sixten
| thousand slaveholders dictate public sentmen!
[ and control the destinies of the State. Ko
| Delaware, with a white population of swienty
five thousand, and containing but two thousan]
slaves, is ro far the vassal of the Slave Interest
that it cannot relieve itsell frem the burden
and riee to the dignity of a free State.

What is the lesson from these facts ! Throw
open Nebraska to Slavery, and let but ose i
two thousand tobaceo-planters and hewyp
growers, with their slaves, gain foothold in the
Territory, snd it will require more cffort tha
non-elaveholders have been in the habit of ws
king in such cases, to prevent them from sl
jugating it to slaveholding institutions

which i

| THE PRESIDERT AND MR. CLEMENS

We publieh in snother eolumn & I
Ex Senator Clemena to Mr. Davis, [ Hunt
! ville, Alsbama, in relation to the N

Bill. He halds that the Comypromise ol 1%
| applied alore to the Territory aoqire ] frem
! Frunea; that the prope gition to cxiend the
i Compromiae in 1850 to the Teritories acquirel
| from Mexico, was a proposition for a new o

tract, to which the North “might agree or di
agres without any breach of fuith;” that [
the legiclaticn of 1850 did in pomt of lact =
pereede the legislation of 1820, then the insr
tion “of such a proviso in the Dbill, wns o
only unnecessary, but mischievous; 7 if it &d
not, “then the bill ought mot to pass hecsos
it bears a falsehood on its fuce.” His opicin
evidently is, that it did not so sujersedo it

But, the materinl portion of the Letter re
lutes to the position assigned to the Predo
of the United Sta'es on this question, M Cla
ens, after remarking that  the Bill of Mr Do
las is supported on the sxowed ground th
the People of a Territory, while it romainds
Territory, may regulate the sauhjeet of Slaver7 |
for themselves,”” which he characteriz
dangerous doctrine, uod one which as cliedt
ally excludes ws from the Territories, ss U4
Wilmot Proviso itself,” makes the following o
portant statement:

tirasss

= a8 "a

“Let me add, that such 1s the opinion noe
enfertained by the President of the Unil

N

States hamself. But a few days sance, i 0%
versat.on wilh a Northern Seaater and my'e]
he gave it as his decided opinion, that Dove

of fret

lay's bill was ‘a propesition in fover

dom,’ and o ded, that if it should pa s althoul’
we might absorb the whole of -‘{J-" o, nol ok
other slave State would ever come into the Unin
He expressed grest surprise as the opprslid

it met with from the North, uod cqual surpr®
that the Sonth should be willing to sake?
1 agreed with him fully, and eould not help *
curring to the stratagem by which the Greek
effected the destructivn of Troy.”

We quote the paseage as we find it prtnr"l-'
in the Nashville Banner. 1t will be obeorw
that beside the gemeral statement attribui®
to the President, one sentiment is given by Mr
Clemens, in the President’s own word: \""f
that the bill was “a proposition in foror '
freedom.”

It is easy to see thatsuch a statemel
this, emanating from a distinguished South*”
man, known to be friendly to the Presid®
snd & supporter of his Administration, ©%
awaken distrust of the bill among Sout®”
men, and diminish the chances of its passsé®
And what must they think of & Presidest
whom they have been accustomed 0 1°
as committed entirely to their peculiar %
ests, when they sea him using all his ivflue=
for the passsge of a mcasure which be ¢
siders “in fuvor of freedom,” and under wh
in his judgment, if it become a law not %
other slave State would ever come o ¥
Union 27 )

The result is, the President of the 1'9_‘:_“
States ie obliged to lay sside the dignity s
office, and call upon Mr. Clemens to repair !
| mischief cocasisned by that unfirtunste letter
| The ex-Senator is too amisble not ©
|bat too hopest to take back a siogle
|hassaid. We givp the responss as we & e
|h the Union, whioh says that it © pluces

it o

ieh,

od i




